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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to the Applicant's amendment filed on March 30, 2004. 

2. The Applicants arguments have been fiilly considered, but are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection. Therefore Claims 1 - 29 remain pending and remain rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 6, 7, 13, 17, 28, and 29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The amended terminology "a set of commands representing a 
script or program" can be reasonably interpreted two ways with regard to the meaning of word 
"representing." The word "represent" has the following meanings: 1 . To stand for or symbolize, 
e.g., a URL and an HREF in an HTML document can be considered a command set representing 
a script that is run when the commands are processed; 2, To describe or set forth, e.g., the 
HTML commands themselves, being a script, represent the script file. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claimsl, 2, 3, 7, 10, 13-15, 17; and 20 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Drummond et al, U.S Patent 6,598,023 (hereinafter referred to as 
Drummond). 

In regard to claim 1, Drummond discloses a network environment having a server and a 
terminal with a web browser: 

*'The server providing a first web page . . . configured to receive a set of commands 
representing a script or program. ; " A server provides a web page to a browser , which receives 
a set of commands, e.g., a URL representing an HTML script that is accessed through the HREF 
command in an HTML document (column 14, lines 11-38; e.g.. Figures 1 and 2) or an HTML 
document being the script itself (column 5, lines 28 - 36; column 6, lines 33 - 58). 

*'The server receiving a request, including said set, firom said web browser at the remote 
terminal; " See (column 14, lines 11-38; e.g., Figures 1 and 2). 

''The server doing at least one of checking the syntax of said set and executing said 
text... " Syntax is inherently checked when an HTTP document is processed. 
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"The server providing at least a first version of a second web page.,, includes results 
generated by the check for syntax or execution of said set " See column 14, lines 39-64 and 
Figure 8. 

In regard to claim 2, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 : 

''Said server executes said text by compiling and running or interpreting said text " The 

HTML script is interpreted ext file is interpreted (column 5, lines 1-6; column 6, lines 33 - 38). 
In regard to claim 3, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 : 
''Said network is the Internet; " Drummond discloses that the network may be the 

Internet (column 2, lines 33 - 62), 

"Said first web page includes at least one fill-out form; " Drummond teaches the use of 

web browser for a user to enter information (e.g., Figure 2; column 8, lines 25 - 35). 

"Said server receives said set in the format of at least one common gateway interface 

(CGI) variable, " Drummond teaches the use of CGI to receive the HTML document (column 

17, lines 21 -31). 

In regard to claim 7, incorporating the rejection of claim 2: 

",,,said set represents a script,.. " Drummond teaches execution of scripting files 

(column 6, lines 33 -58). The claims offer no reason for the particular use of, of unique 

function of a WAMIL scripting language. 

In regard to claim 10, incorporating the rejection of claim 1: 

"...save said set in memory. " Figure 2 of Drummond teaches a browser environment in 
which the commands are saved in memory and executed. 
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In regard to claim 13: 

''The web browser ...receiving a first web page firom said server...; " 

''The web browser receiving said set firom a user; " 

"The web browser making a request to said server that includes said set; " 

"The web browser receiving at least a first version of a second web page fi'om said 
server that includes results... " 

Claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 being the complementary functions 
of the server actions in claim 1. 

In regard to claim 14, incorporating the rejection of claim 13: 
"Said set is compiled and run or interpreted by said server. " 

Claim 14 rejected for the same reasons as claim 2 being the complementary functions of 
the server actions in claim 2. 

In regard to claim 15, incorporating the rejection of claim 13: 
"Said network is the Internet; " 

"Said first web page includes at least one fill-out form for receiving said set; " 

"Said browser sends set to said server in the format of at least one common gateway 
interface (CGI) variable. " 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 3 
complementing the server perspective in claim 3. 
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In regard to claim 17, incorporating the rejection of claim 13: 
''...said set represents a script written in the Wireless Automation Manager Interface 
Language (WAMIL) scripting language. " Drummond teaches execution of scripting files 
(column 6, lines 33 -58). The claims offer no reason for the particular use of, of unique 
function of a WAMIL scripting language. 

In regard to claim 20: 

''A server that implements the method of claim L " 

Claim 20 (a server) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 1 
(the corresponding method). 

In regard to claim 21: 

''A terminal on a network... running a browser that implements the method of claim 13, " 
Claim 21 (a terminal) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 
13 (the corresponding method). 

In regard to claim 22: 

"A computer-readable medium having embodies thereon a program to be processed by a 
server... to implement the method of claim L " 

Claim 22 (a medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 1 
(the corresponding method). 
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In regard to claim 23: 

''A computer-readable medium having embodies thereon a program to be processed by a 
terminal on a network .that causes said terminal to implement the method of claim 13. 

Claim 23 (a medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 
13 (the corresponding method). 

5. Claims 24, 26, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Potts, Jr. et al., U.S. Patent 6,516,339 (hereinafter referred to as Potts). 
In regard to claim 24: 

''The server receiving a request from said web browser., Ao execute said executable file 
on said server; 

''The server executing said executable file thereby causing separate system to be tested 
or manipulated to change the operation thereof; " 

"The server providing at least a first version of a web page, . . that includes results,. . " 

Potts discloses a server receiving a request from a web browser to execute a file (column 
1, line 29 - 33; column 4, lines 46 - 56), the server causes other systems to be manipulated 
(column 1, lines 30 - 33), and returns the resuhs to the browser (column 1, lines 30 - 35). 

In regard to claim 26: 

"The web browser making a request.. Jo cause said separate system to be tested or 
manipulated to change the operation thereof; " 

"The web browser receiving at least a first version... that includes results... " 
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Potts discloses a server receiving a request from a web browser to execute a file (column 
1, line 29 - 33), the server causes other systems to be manipulated (column 1, lines 30 - 33), and 
returns the results to the browser (column 1, lines 30 - 35). 

In regard to claims 28 and 29, incorporating the rejection of claim 24 and 26 
respectively: 

''said executable file was brought into existence on said server based upon a set of 
commands representing a script or program corresponding to said executable file, that was 
received by said server fi'om one of said web browser or another web browser, " 

"said executable file was brought into existence on said server based upon a set of 
commands representing a script or program corresponding to said executable file, that was 
provided by one of said web browser or another web browser, " 

Potts discloses that after a text file is dovraloaded, editing the text causes a request to 
spawn thread processes to execute on the server (column 3, lines 34 - 51). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-6, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Drummond et al., U.S Patent 6,598,023 in view of Smith, U.S. Patent 5,963,952. 
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In regard to claim 4, incorporating the rejection of claim 3 : 
'\ .CGI variable corresponding to at least one of the method GET and the method 
POST " Drummond does not explicitly teach a CGI variable corresponding to a GET or a 
POST. However, Smith discloses methods of forwarding information to a CGI as a GET and a 
POST (column 1, lines 45 - 57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the client/server network environment of 
Drummond having a CGI server connection, with the common gateway interface of Smith to 
provide a well known information the well known feature of the CGI interface having methods 
of GET and POST to forward information to the CGI because these features allow the flexibility 
of transferring the information via the input file (POST) or the URL (GET). 
In regard to claim 5, incorporating the rejection of claim 4: 

'*Said CGI script calls a compiler or interpreter on said server and passes said set to said 
compiler or interpreter; " Drummond teaches a CGI implementation that processes an HTML 
document. However, Smith teaches that a CGI script, receiving information from the web 
browser, and executes a non-HTML task (column 1, lines 35-41). A compiler or an interpreter 
is a non-HTML task. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to execute a compiler or an interpreter via the CGI to process the file of 
Drummond because it is well known that the function of a CGI is to communicate information 
between the web client and resources (databases and other programs) on the server. 

"Said compiler or interpreter compiles and runs or interprets said set respectively; " 
Official notice is taken that it is well known by one skilled in the art that a line of a script file is 
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inherently run as it is interpreted. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time the invention was made to implement an interpreter to process a script. 

''Said compiler or interpreter returns first output data of said set to said CGI script; " It 
is well known in the art that the purpose of a CGI is to receive form information from a client, 
process the request via another application (database or program), and return the result to the 
client after obtaining it from the application. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the well-known art to return 
output data to the CGI script in order to eventually display the results on the browser. 

"Said CGI script builds said second web page so as to include said first output data, " It 
is well known in the art that the purpose of a CGI is to receive form information from a client, 
process the request, and return the result to the client in a format compatible with the requesting 
browser in a web page. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to implement the well-known art to return output data to the CGI 
script in order to eventually display the results on the browser in a web page. 

In regard to claim 6, incorporating the rejection of claim 5: 

"Said set represents a script written in the Wireless Automation Manager Interface 

Language... "... " Drummond teaches execution of scripting files (column 4, line 61 to column 5, 

line 8) and Smith teaches a browser using scripting files (column 1, lines 25 - 33). 

" Said CGI script calls the Wireless Automation Management Interpreter . .. " Drummond 

teaches execution of scripting files (column 6, lines 33 - 58). The claims offer no reason for the 

particular use of, of unique fiinction of a WAMIL scripting language. 
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In regard to claim 16, incorporating the rejection of claim 15: 

"... said browser embeds said set.,, according to at least one of hypertext transfer 

protocol (HTTP) method GET and the method POST " 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 4 

complementing the server perspective in claim 4. 

8. Claims 8 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Drummond et al, U.S Patent 6,598,023 as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Boys, U.S. Patent 
6,516,340. 

In regard to claim 8, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 : 

'\ .provide additional versions of said second web page to said remote terminal so as to 
provide real time, dynamic results to said user, " Drummond does not teach providing additional 
versions of the second web page with updated results. However, Boys does teach providing 
versions of web pages to the remote terminal with the ability to update the information (column 
5, lines 18-25; column 6, lines 44 - 54). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the client/server network environment 
of Drummond modified with the ability to provide additional versions of the second web age as 
taught by Boys because this allows the user to receive updated information back fi-om the server 
as needed. 

In regard to claim 18, incorporating the rejection of claim 13: 

''...said browser is operable to receive additional versions of said second web page.. " 
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Claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 8 
complementing the server perspective in claim 8. 

9. Claims 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Drummond et al, U.S Patent 6,598,023 as applied to claim 1 above, in viev^ of Mathis, U.S. 
Patent 6,269,254. 

In regard to claim 9, incorporating the rejection of claim 1: 

executable file operates upon parameters of a wireless communication network " 
Drummond does not teach that an executable file operates upon parameters fi*om a wireless 
network. However, Mathis teaches that an executable file operates upon parameters of a wireless 
network (column 10, lines 1-10). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the client/server network environment of 
Drummond with Mathis because the system functionality would be enhanced in a wireless 
communication environment, and such an environment would necessarily pass parameters to the 
executable file processed by the CGI. 

In regard to claim 19, incorporating the rejection of claim 13: 

'\.,said set operates upon parameters of a wireless communication network " 

Rejected for the same reasons put forth in the rejection of claim 9. 

10. Claiml 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by Drummond et al., U.S 
Patent 6,598,023 as applied to claim 2 above, in view of Fujishima, U.S. Patent 6,449,661. 
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In regard to claim 11, incorporating the rejection of claim 2: 
'*Said server is operable to run a CGI script that calls a compiler or an interpreter; " 
Drummond does not teach a script calling a compiler or an interpreter. However, Fujishima 
teaches that a script calls a compiler (column 14, lines 55 - 60). A CGI script is another kind of 
script designed to call non-HTML server applications. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the client/server network 
environment of Drummond with the capability of the server to call a compiler (or an interpreter) 
from a script as taught by Fujishima because the script allows the server to independently 
process information for the web browser of Drummond by running all the necessary routines, 
including a compiler. 

"Said compiler or interpreter extracts data corresponding to at least one of GET method 
and POST method data from said set; " Methods GET and POST would have been well known 
FORM attributes in HTTP and CGI communication at the time the invention was made. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to implement the well-known art of checking the attributes containing a GET method or a 
POST method in order to obtain the required text information. 

"Said compiler or interpreter URL-decodes the extracted data GET method and POST 
method data; " Drummond discloses a server that interprets an HTML document containing a 
URL. Methods GET and POST would have been well known FORM attributes in HTTP and 
CGI communication at the time the invention was made. 

"Said compiler or interpreter compiles , Jhe decoded GET method and POST method 
data. " Compiling or interpreting is an inherent part of an interpreter or a compiler respectively. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made that after decoding the GET or POST method to determine how to receive the subject file, 
that it would interpreted or compiled. 

11. Claiml2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being anticipated by Drummond et al., U.S 
Patent 6,598,023 in view of Fujishima, U.S, Patent 6,449,661 as applied to claim 11, and further 
in view of Weiner et al, U.S. Patent 6,041,33 1 (hereinafter referred to as Weiner). 
In regard to claim 12, incorporating the rejection of claim 11: 
''Said compiler or interpreter is operable to perform the extraction by: 

''treating data from said browser as an alphanumeric string; Drummond 
teaches the use of a browser that interprets HTML documents, which would be well known in 
the art to contain alphanumeric strings, and Fujishima teaches that a script calls a compiler. 
However, Weiner explicitly teaches a method of treating browser data as an alphanumeric string 
(column 8, lines 10 - 27). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the client/server network environment of Drummond 
combined with Fujishima with the capability of the server to call an interpreter, combined with 
the teaching of Weiner to treat the data as an alphanumeric string because it would allow a 
simpler implementation using a script to translate the data. 

"searching for at least one script-related CGI variable... " 

"excerpting a part of said alphanumeric text string, .as the value of a predefined 
variable used by said compiler or interpreter; ; Drummond teaches the use of a browser that 
interprets HTML documents, which would be well known in the art to contain alphanumeric 
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strings, but neither Drummond nor Fujishima teaches searching for a CGI variable, and 
excerpting the variable. However, Weiner teaches a method of treating browser data as an 
alphanumeric string (column 8, lines 10 - 27). The method of finding a CGI variable 
representing the executable file and excerpting the text is inherent in the Weiner system. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the client/server network environment of Drummond with the capability of the 
server to call an interpreter from a script as taught by Fujishima, further combined with the 
teaching of Weiner to treat the data as an alphanumeric string because it would allow a simpler 
implementation using a script to translate the data. 

''URL-decoding said value of said predefined variable. " Drummond discloses a server 
that interprets an HTML document containing a URL. Methods GET and POST would have 
been well known FORM attributes in HTTP and CGI communication at the time the invention 
was made. 

12. Claims 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by Potts, Jr. et 
al., U.S. Patent 6,516,339 as applied to claims 24 and 26 respectively above, and further in view 
of in view of Mathis, U.S. Patent 6,269,254. 

In regard to claims 25 and 27, incorporating the rejection of claims 24 and 26 
respectively: 

" ...said separate system is a wireless communication network, and said executable file is 
a script written in ... (WAMIL) scripting language, " Potts does not teach a separate wireless 
network. However, Mathis teaches that an executable file operates upon parameters of a wireless 
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network (column 10, lines 1-10). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the client/server network environment of Potts 
with the wireless network of Mathis because the system functionality would be enhanced in a 
wireless communication environment, including mobility and remote communications. 



13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lawrence Shrader whose telephone number is (703) 305-8046. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 08:00-16:30, 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703) 305-9662. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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